Class or status differences may also entail wide differences in the labelings of identical behaviors. The teacher's underachiever may be the epitome of the cool&dquo; student who refuses to &dquo;brownnose.&dquo; The middle class's criminal or thief may be a &dquo;political prisoner&dquo; to the black poor. Such labels with contrasting connotations occur when a deprived population sees the system as unresponsive to its needs and organized rebellion as impossible. In these circumstances only individual nonconformity remains as a way to maintain self-respect. To the deprived the nonconformity is a political act. To the beneficiaries of the system it is individual pathology. Each labels it accordingly. In the schools other phrases emphasize student nonactions, discount their observable actions, and so justify special staff controls over them. Especially common are &dquo;underachiever&dquo; and &dquo;overachiever.&dquo; The former implies that the student is lazy, the latter that he is neurotic. &dquo;Overachiever&dquo; is an especially revealing case, for it offers a rationale for treating achievement as deviance. The helping professions are often suspicious of people who display talents beyond the &dquo;norm,&dquo; as they must be in view of their veiled equation of the norm with health. Textbooks in &dquo;special education&dquo; and &dquo;learning disabilities&dquo; group gifted or exceptionally able students with the retarded and the emotionally disturbed as special students and advocate separating these &dquo;special&dquo; students from the normal ones. They urge that the gifted be required to do extra work (&dquo;enrichment&dquo;). This may or may not mean they learn more or learn faster. It certainly means that they are kept busy and so discouraged either from making demands on the teacher's time or intelligence or from pointing up
